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February 26, 2021

This amendment only removes the area
within my district, it will allow other members
to do with their regions as they will.

This amendment would not kill this legisla-
tion, instead it would ensure that the people |
represent in Arizona have their wishes re-
spected and the land managed in a manner
consistent with the will of the local commu-
nities.

| urge my colleagues to vote for this amend-
ment.

MOHAVE COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS,
February 24, 2021.
Hon. PAUL GOSAR,
U.S. Congress,
Washington, DC.

CONGRESSMAN GOSAR: The Mohave County
Board of Supervisors is writing to offer our
support for your amendment to H.R. 803—
Colorado Wilderness Act of 2021. As you
know, the passage of this legislation will
have a grave effect on Mohave County, Ari-
zona, and our neighboring counties in Utah.
Uranium mining in the past has been the
forefront of our economic growth in Mohave
County and if allowed to continue will bring
in nearly $29 billion to our local economy
over a 42 year period. The passage of H.R. 803
would make permanent a July 2012 morato-
rium on uranium mining in our area. The
language of your amendment would help al-
leviate the permanent economic loss we
would sustain under the passage of H.R. 803.
We strongly support the passing of this
amendment as presented in the Rules Com-
mittee and the House or Representatives.
Without this amendment, the financial sta-
bility of our economy in Mohave County
would drastically suffer.

In 2012, the Secretary of the Interior im-
posed a 20 year ban on over 1 million acres of
land in the Arizona Strip Area for the pur-
pose of Uranium mining. This ban included
both public lands and National Forest Sys-
tem lands. This ban took away much needed
growth and jobs from our area. Secretary
Salazar at the time issued this withdrawal
without complying with the law requiring
coordination with local governments. The
Federal Land Policy Management Act, USC
Section 171 requires that the Secretary and
his designees ‘‘coordinate” with local gov-
ernment as to development and implementa-
tion of any plan or management action. Co-
ordination is defined in the Act as requiring
prior notice of proposed plans and actions to
the local government officials (‘“‘prior”
meaning prior to public announcements, and
early enough to provide ‘‘meaningful’’ par-
ticipation by the local officials in the ‘‘de-
velopment’’ of the plan or action.). The con-
gressional mandate of coordination also re-
quires the Secretary to use all practicable
means to reach consistency between the fed-
eral plan/management action and local pol-
icy, plan or law. All of which Secretary Sala-
zar did not do.

Making this ban permanent based on mis-
information will have lasting effects on Mo-
have County. We respect and take a responsi-
bility for protecting the Grand Canyon, but
saying that the Grand Canyon will suffer be-
cause of mining is inaccurate. Secretary
Salazar’s reasoning behind the withdrawal
was out of concern that it could damage the
region’s drinking water and the park’s water
quality. Bureau of Land Management offi-
cials contradicted those claims by explaining
that their Arizona Strip field office had no
evidence of contamination of water, and had
no evidence of problems with the safe oper-
ation of the uranium mines in operation on
the lands.

Uranium mining is important and useful
for many reasons. The lands in the ‘‘Strip”’
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contain the nation’s high grade uranium de-
posits and enough uranium to provide power
generation for the state of California for
over 20 years. Uranium is useful in many
ways. It is used by our military for national
security and defense. Uranium metal is very
dense and heavy. When it is depleted (DU),
uranium is used by the military as shielding
to protect Army tanks, and also in parts of
bullets and missiles. The military also uses
enriched uranium to power nuclear propelled
Navy ships and submarines, and in nuclear
weapons. A permanent withdrawal of ura-
nium mining from the ‘“Strip”’ harms the
American people by removing between 326-
375 million 1lbs (the equivalent electricity
generating capacity for the entire state of
California’s 40 million people for 22.4 years)
of uranium.

From a national security standpoint, do-
mestic utilities now import 90 percent of the
uranium used to operate America’s 104 nu-
clear reactors. Thirty years ago, these reac-
tors used U.S. mined uranium for 100 percent
of electricity production, The nation cannot
be pro-nuclear and anti-nuclear fuel. In sum,
these deposits represent the last available
use of our public lands for economic growth
in our region.

The opponents of uranium mining have
chosen to ignore the fact that mining with
environmentally sound reclamation was con-
ducted from the early 1980s until the price of
uranium collapsed in 1993. No mining at all
occurred from 1993 until 2010, and the
Denison mine which is now operating, is fol-
lowing and often exceeding all environ-
mental and safety laws.

Arizona needs to go back to the roots that
led to Arizona being developed, and that is
mining. The strict federal and state environ-
mental laws already on the books will pro-
tect the public from environmental damage
to the Grand Canyon watershed. The mining
of uranium however does not affect ground
water nor destroy the natural resources of
the land. It does not require open pit mining.
Upon completion of mining one Breccia Pipe
(4 years) the land is placed back into its na-
tive state.

We want to thank you for putting forward
this amendment. Nuclear energy can be the
future of clean energy. We have the re-
sources in this Country to ensure that hap-
pens and we have the technology and means
to ensure mining that energy is both envi-
ronmentally safe and protects our natural
resources. We stand in support of the amend-
ment.

Sincerely,
BUSTER JOHNSON,
Chairman, Mohave County
Board of Supervisors.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 147, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the
amendments en bloc offered by the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
NEGUSE).

The question is on the amendments
en bloc.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question are
postponed.

Pursuant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX,
further consideration of H.R. 803 is
postponed.
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RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 23
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

————
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. CUELLAR) at 10 o’clock
and 33 minutes a.m.

———

COLORADO WILDERNESS ACT OF
2021

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further
consideration of the bill (H.R. 803) to
designate certain lands in the State of
Colorado as components of the Na-
tional Wilderness Preservation Sys-
tem, and for other purposes, will now
resume.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
AMENDMENTS EN BLOC NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR.
NEGUSE OF COLORADO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on
amendments en bloc No. 1, printed in
part B of House Report 117-6, on which
further proceedings were postponed and
on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered.

The Clerk will
amendments en bloc.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ments en bloc.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the amendments en bloc
offered by the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. NEGUSE).

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 229, nays
198, not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 41]

redesignate the

YEAS—229

Adams Castro (TX) Doyle, Michael
Aguilar Chu F.
Allred Cicilline Escobar
Auchincloss Clark (MA) Eshoo
Axne Cleaver Espaillat
Barragan Clyburn Evans
Bass Cohen Fitzpatrick
Beatty Connolly Fletcher
gera Cooper goste;{r | Lot

eyer rankel, Lois
Bishop (GA) gggz:a Fudge
Blumenauer Courtney Gallego
Blunt Rochester Craig Garamendi
Bonamici Crist Garcia (IL)
Bourdeaux Garcia (TX)
Bowman Crow Golden
Boyle, Brendan ~ Cuellar Gomez

F. Davids (KS) Gonzalez,
Brown Davis, Danny K. Vicente
Brownley Dean . Gottheimer
Bush DeFazio Green, Al (TX)
Bustos DeGette Grijalva
Butterfield DeLauro Grothman
Carbajal DelBene Haaland
Cardenas Delgado Harder (CA)
Carson Demings Hastings
Cartwright DeSaulnier Hayes
Case Deutch Higgins (NY)
Casten Dingell Himes
Castor (FL) Doggett Horsford
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